
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4661July 26, 2001
Stenholm
Strickland
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thurman

Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Velazquez
Waters

Watson (CA)
Watt (NC)
Weiner
Wexler
Woolsey
Wynn

NOT VOTING—11

Barton
Blumenauer
Boehner
Clayton
Cooksey

Cubin
Houghton
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Lipinski

Souder
Spence

b 1531

Ms. BROWN of Florida and Mr.
LAMPSON changed their vote from
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’

So the resolution was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 2620 and that I may include tab-
ular and extraneous material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.
f

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. YOUNG of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the Chair for allowing me this
time to advise the Members that we
will do the best we can to expedite the
conclusion of this bill today, if pos-
sible. It is a lengthy bill, and there are
a lot of amendments. If the Members
will cooperate and help us in assem-
bling a list of all the amendments we
will have to consider, we ask the Mem-
bers who have amendments to offer to
the VA–HUD bill to please present
them at least by the close of the gen-
eral debate on the bill. Hopefully, we
would be able to finish this bill to-
night.

I would also say that our leadership
has made the decision that if we can-
not finish the bill tonight that we
would come back tomorrow to finish
this bill, but we need to finish it before
the beginning of next week.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Let me simply say I share the gentle-
man’s desire to try to find a way to
reach some type of understanding on
this bill, but we have a practical prob-
lem. The problem is that there is con-
siderable feeling on this side of the
aisle that it is a might strange to ask
for cooperation from the minority in

setting time immediately after a mar-
tial law approach to this House was
just rammed down our throats.

So while I will certainly work with
the gentleman and I would urge every
Member who has a potential amend-
ment to, by the time general debate is
over, get the text of those amendments
to both sides so that we have some idea
of what the universe of amendments is
and we can try to work out a proposed
timetable, I am not very optimistic at
this point that we can get clearance on
our side of the aisle.

I am told, for instance, that our lead-
ership at this point is not contem-
plating providing clearance, but I
would like us to continue to try to
work this out. I know the possibility
has been raised by myself of trying to
get a time limit that would make cer-
tain that we would finish this bill. If
we cannot finish it today, we could
make sure that the timetable assured
that we could finish it early on what-
ever day it was continued to.

I would hope, in light of the requests
we have had from both sides, that that
would not be tomorrow; that if we
could not finish it tonight, it would go
over to Monday or Tuesday. But I
frankly do not care. I will be here ei-
ther time. But I think people on the
majority side need to understand that
it is very difficult to get clearance on
this side of the aisle after martial law
has just been rammed down our
throats. That is not usually the way in
which the majority in this House elic-
its the cooperation of the minority in
changing the rules.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I would say to the gentleman that I do
appreciate his comments and I do ap-
preciate the way we have been able to
cooperate on the previous appropria-
tions bills to have the time limit
agreements so that no Member would
be denied an opportunity to say what
they have to say, but that we would try
to do it in an expeditious manner.

As our former colleague and dear
friend, Moe Udall, used to say on many
of these debates, anything that needs
to be said has already been said. The
problem is not everyone has said it yet.

So with the cooperation of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and
both sides, we would be able to expe-
dite the consideration of this and get
done today.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, would the
gentleman continue to yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield to the gentleman from Wis-
consin.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I would sim-
ply like to point out to the House that
each of the previous regular appropria-
tions bills has been supported on a bi-
partisan basis by the majority and mi-
nority. This is the first bill that we run
into trouble on because, in our view,
the allocation provided to the bill is in-
sufficient, which means we will be
starving housing, we will be starving
veterans medical care and environ-
mental enforcement.

Nonetheless, we had indicated our in-
tention to work with the majority to
try to work out time limits, but a lit-
tle thing called martial law has blown
that up. And I wish that people who
have no responsibility for managing
bills in this place, and I am speaking
specifically of the leadership on the
other side of the aisle, I know they like
to wave magic wands and tell the com-
mittee to get its work done, but I wish
that people who have an interest in
seeing that work done in a timely fash-
ion would work in a more cooperative
manner with this side of the aisle if
they are asking me to be able to get co-
operation on this side of the aisle so we
can do what the majority leadership
wants to do.

It is sometimes hard to help people
who do not want to help themselves.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Reclaiming
my time, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
thank Members for the bipartisan sup-
port on this rule. It was somewhat con-
tentious, but we are prepared to take
up the rule.

f

DEPARTMENTS OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS AND HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT, AND INDE-
PENDENT AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2002
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 210 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2620.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2620)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing
and Urban Development, and for sun-
dry independent agencies, boards, com-
missions, corporations, and offices for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2002, and for other purposes, with Mr.
SHIMKUS in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the

rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. WALSH) and the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. MOL-
LOHAN) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. WALSH).

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, it is a privilege today
to present for House consideration H.R.
2620, the Veterans Affairs, Housing and
Urban Development, and Independent
Agencies appropriations bill for fiscal
year 2002. In the interest of time, I will
try to be brief.

I would, however, like to begin by
telling my colleagues that I believe
this is a good bill and that the Admin-
istration has indicated that they sup-
port its passage. Just as presented in
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each of the past few years, this bill rep-
resents a joint effort of both myself
and my distinguished colleague and
ranking member, the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN).

While we clearly have not agreed on
every single aspect of the bill as re-
ported, it nevertheless represents a
true collaboration of effort for which I
am very grateful.

With the House’s indulgence, I would
like to outline the highlights of the
proposal.

First and foremost, this proposed bill
is within the 302(b) allocation, budget
authority and outlays, that approved
by the committee. The bill’s discre-
tionary spending totals $85.4 billion in
new budget authority, which is an in-
crease of just over $2 billion above the
budget submission and some $4.8 billion
over last year’s bill.

I note for the House that this level of
discretionary spending includes emer-
gency spending of $1.3 billion for FEMA
disaster relief, which was amended dur-
ing the full committee markup by the
majority whip. The committee has
tried, as best we can, to spread the pro-
posed increases throughout the bill.

Discretionary veterans program will
increae by $1.6 billion compared to last
year, with $1 billion going to veterans’
medical care and the remainder spread
to research, processing veterans’ com-
pensation, pension and education
claims, operating our national ceme-
teries and, most significantly, increas-
ing the necessary construction at VA
facilities by some $434 million. That is
a direct response to Member requests,
and we think it is a high priority. The
proposal is well within the scope of the
amount allocated in the budget resolu-
tion.

Housing programs will increase by
$1.4 billion compared to 2001, with in-
creases in the housing certificate fund,
section 8, public housing, operating
subsidies, the HOPWA program, the
HOME investment partnerships, the
housing for the elderly and disabled
programs, and the lead hazard reduc-
tion program.

It is important to note that this pro-
posal also includes some very difficult,
but I believe extremely important and
highly defensible choices and changes
in policy direction. They are rep-
resented by reductions in the Public
Housing Capital Fund and the drug
elimination grant programs. Neither of

these programs is serving the best in-
terests of the people they were in-
tended to benefit. It is our job, albeit a
difficult one, to take whatever steps
necessary to remedy the situation.

In the case of capital funds, it means
getting tougher on public housing au-
thorities to spend the dollars intended
for the residents in the public housing
authority properties. There are lit-
erally hundreds of millions of dollars
worth of code violations and hazards in
these buildings that are not getting
fixed.

In the case of the drug elimination
grant program, it means taking an
honest look at whether HUD is the best
entity to run a law enforcement pro-
gram. Based on HUD’s track record, I
do not believe that it is.

Mr. Chairman, I know these two
items in particular will be discussed at
length throughout the development of
this bill in the House and in conference
with the Senate.

EPA funding increases some $229 mil-
lion over the budget request, although
a decrease below last year’s funding
level. This proposal continues to pro-
vide strong research programs as well
as increased resources for the many
State categorical grants and signifi-
cant resources for clean water and
drinking water state revolving fund
and congressional priorities for water
projects and infrastructure grants.

FEMA operating expenses will in-
crease by nearly $135 million over last
year. We have provided the budget re-
quest of $1.37 billion in on-budget non-
emergency dollars for disaster relief.

In addition, by virtue of the amend-
ment in full committee markup, which
I mentioned before, we have also in-
cluded an additional $1.3 billion in con-
tingent emergency spending for dis-
aster relief. Those funds would not be
drawn on unless the White House spe-
cifically asked for them and declared
an emergency. I would just add that
such emergency provisions have been
used for several years to provide FEMA
the ability to meet the needs of natural
disaster victims.

In addition, our total appropriation
of $2.6 billion for disaster relief is actu-
ally below the current 5-year average
of $3.2 billion.

NASA programs would receive an in-
crease of $641 million over last year,
and we have proposed several struc-
tural changes in the Agency’s account

structure to provide them greater pro-
grammatic flexibility and the Com-
mittee better oversight capability. We
have also included funding to reverse
some of the changes to the Inter-
national Space Station proposed by the
President. I believe this is the right de-
cision if the research mission of the
station is to be fulfilled.

Finally, I am proud to say we have
raised the overall funding for the Na-
tional Science Foundation by just over
$414 million to a total program budget
of $4.84 billion. This is a 9 percent in-
crease compared to last year. The bulk
of these funds, some $292 million, would
go to improve available resources for
NSF’s core research programs, while
the remainder would be spread to
major research, construction and
equipment, education and human re-
sources programs, and salaries and ex-
penses for NSF’s capable staff.
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I would like to add that I personally
would have liked to do more for NSF.
However, to do so could only have been
at the expense of other very important
programs in other agencies. Having
said that, given the increase proposed
by the Administration of just 1 per-
cent, I think we have done a remark-
able job, and this is perhaps the aspect
of the bill for which we can be most
proud.

All Members are, of course, aware of
the difficulty in putting these bills to-
gether, especially with so many diverse
and competing interests. Developing
the perfect bill is probably impossible.
Nevertheless, I believe we have done a
good job developing a bill that is both
supportable and passable. Once again, I
would like to thank my colleagues on
the Committee from both sides of the
aisle for their dedication, time, hard
work, and thoughtful consideration of
the provisions we have put into this
bill. I would also like to thank our
staff who has done a terrific job in
helping us to sort out the priorities, to
fund those priorities, and to make the
hard decisions that are required. This
job would be impossible without this
highly professional staff.

Mr. Chairman, I include for the
RECORD the budget tables representing
the mandatory and discretionary
spending provided in H.R. 2620.
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Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance

of my time.
Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I

yield myself 5 minutes.
Mr. Chairman, I want to begin by

thanking our excellent chairman, the
gentleman from New York, for the
work that he has done in crafting this
legislation, the many hours that he has
spent involved in it. Throughout the
development of the bill, he and his staff
have been accessible; and they have
made every effort to accommodate the
concerns that the minority have pre-
sented to them.

As I know he will tell you, we have
not seen eye to eye on nearly all the
issues in this bill. But the communica-
tion necessary for a cooperative effort
has occurred and that is certainly very
much appreciated.

The departments and agencies that
are funded in this bill all deserve ade-
quate funding, but the allocation that
we have been given simply does not
make that possible. Congress has been
operating under unrealistic budget con-
straints fashioned for the purpose of
justifying a huge tax cut. Many con-
cerns were raised during the consider-
ation of that tax cut, most importantly
the concern of ensuring the solvency of
Social Security and Medicare. While
Members from both parties professed
that these funds were sacred, as we
await the Congressional Budget Of-
fice’s mid-term reestimates of the gov-
ernment finances, including projec-
tions for fiscal year 2002, which are due
out in mid-August, it is becoming clear
that the tax cut might well invade the
Medicare surplus. This is exactly what
Democrats were concerned about. This
is not fair to our seniors, and it is not
good fiscal policy.

It is that same tax cut that is forcing
the Committee on Appropriations to
make do with fewer resources than are
needed. This has resulted in an inad-
equate allocation to this sub-
committee. This has forced the gen-
tleman from New York to engage in a
balancing act. While he has been able
to do many good things, he has by ne-
cessity had to underfund some impor-
tant accounts.

First, let me mention two specific ac-
counts where the gentleman from New
York has markedly improved upon the
administration’s request. The National
Science Foundation is provided $4.84
billion, an increase of $414 million over
last year. This represents a 9 percent
increase rather than the 1.2 percent in-
crease that the President proposed.

NASA, an account that has been flat
funded for the past several years, is in
need of funding increases. NASA would
receive an increase of $641 million over
last year’s funding for a total budget of
$14.9 billion. Importantly, the bill and
report also begin the process of ad-
dressing the cost issues associated with
the International Space Station. It
provides $275 million toward the Crew
Return Vehicle, a vital station compo-
nent that President Bush would elimi-
nate. This funding is conditioned on

NASA reporting back to this com-
mittee its plan to address the Space
Station cost overrun issue. In addition,
NASA is charged with ensuring that re-
search is not compromised in the solu-
tion.

To underscore the point that re-
search continues to be a principal jus-
tification for the Space Station, the
chairman’s mark includes an addi-
tional $35 million for Space Station re-
search. Further, the chairman’s
amendment includes an amendment
that I proposed to the chairman that
will add an additional $25 million. Once
again, this bill reflects the strong sup-
port that science enjoys among the
members of this subcommittee. But en-
suring adequate resources for science is
only one of the many important re-
sponsibilities that needs to be fulfilled
by this legislation.

The funding levels for several of the
accounts are clearly inadequate. For
example, to his credit, the chairman
has increased discretionary funding to
the Veterans’ Administration by $1.6
billion over last year’s level. While this
is a large increase, it falls significantly
short of the medical care need as out-
lined most recently by the chairman
and ranking member of the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs, the authorizing
committee.

Programs within the Department of
Housing and Urban Development are
cut and several receive no funding at
all. These include public housing cap-
ital funds, drug elimination grants,
rural housing and economic develop-
ment, empowerment zones, and shelter-
plus-care homeless renewals.

The Corporation for National and
Community Service is zero-funded and
the Community Development Finan-
cial Institutions fund is sharply re-
duced from last year. I know that the
gentleman from New York shares my
concern about most of these accounts
and that he would provide more re-
sources to them if he could.

Today, amendments will be offered
addressing some of the problems in the
bill. However, even if adopted they will
not remedy all the funding shortfalls in
this legislation. Resources are simply
not available to address the larger
issues. We need more money.

From veterans, to housing, to water
and sewer needs and even science, more
needs to be done, Mr. Chairman. I hope
that as this process moves forward, ad-
ditional resources will be made avail-
able allowing us to properly fund the
many needy, deserving programs in
this legislation.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KNOLLENBERG), a hardworking
member of the subcommittee.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Chairman,
I want to thank the gentleman first of
all for yielding me time and I in par-
ticular want to thank the gentleman
from New York (Mr. WALSH) and the
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr.

MOLLOHAN) for the very, very difficult
and hard work that they have done on
this bill. We have to obviously recog-
nize Frank Cushing, who heads the
staff, and all of the staff, who have
done, I think, yeoman’s work in bring-
ing about the expertise that produces a
product that is one that, I think, we
should all be happy to support. The
quality of the committee members
should be highlighted along with the
quality of their work product as well.

This appropriations bill is unique in
that it covers an array of diverse agen-
cies ranging from the Veterans Admin-
istration to the EPA. That is quite a
broad stretch. It is not easy. It is not
an easy task to bring this wide range of
interests together into a single bill.
But the gentleman from New York and
the gentleman from West Virginia have
a working relationship that I think
makes all this possible.

The fiscal year 2002 VA–HUD bill is a
fair piece of legislation produced under
difficult circumstances, and it is with-
in the budget resolution. It responsibly
provides a $1 billion increase for vet-
erans’ medical health care, and in-
creases funding for the Veterans Bene-
fits Administration to reduce the back-
log of claims. The bill increases fund-
ing for the Department of Housing and
Urban Development by $1.4 billion and
fully funds section 8 housing. H.R. 2620
also provides sound investments in re-
search with a 9 percent increase for
NSF.

The gentleman from New York, I be-
lieve, should be saluted for crafting
this piece of legislation under these
difficult circumstances. He has worked
in good faith with the ranking member
and the other side in a bipartisan way
to forge the bill that is now before the
House. As this process moves forward,
we will have plenty of opportunities
from Members to offer their sugges-
tions and amendments before the
President finally puts his signature on
it.

This is a good, responsible bill. I en-
courage strongly my colleagues to sup-
port it.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK)
who is a very effective, hardworking
member of our subcommittee.

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. I want to
thank the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia for yielding me this time, and I
want to thank the gentleman from New
York.

Mr. Chairman, I have had the privi-
lege and the pleasure of serving on this
subcommittee. It is a very good sub-
committee. It is very hardworking. I
also want to give my thanks to the
staff. They have just worked assidu-
ously with all of us to make this bill
come out as it is. We do owe them a
great debt of gratitude.

I want to say that the main problem
I see with this bill is that it is under-
funded. It is not because we do not
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have good leadership on this sub-
committee or we do not have good sup-
portive staff, but the fact that it is un-
derfunded, the allocation was not ade-
quate, probably due to the fact that we
had to fund a great tax bill, now the re-
sults of that tax cut is coming back to
haunt us in terms of being able to fund
programs that come under our jurisdic-
tion.

We were not able to fund veterans as
much as we would have liked to have
done. Therefore, we are seeing that as
being a gap in this bill. The HOME ac-
count, however, there were some very
good things going on in terms of ac-
countability in the bill. The HOME ac-
count was increased by $200 million. It
is one of the most valuable housing
programs because it is very versatile
and it is very effective.

That was very good of our sub-
committee to be able to do this. Also,
the subcommittee increased by 34,000
incremental vouchers which allow ac-
cess to affordable housing on the pri-
vate market. That is needed for addi-
tional low-income families. Section
202, one of my favorite programs for
senior citizens, is increased by $4.2 mil-
lion over fiscal year 2001. Also, this bill
increases funding for HUD’s Office of
Lead Hazard Control. All these are
strong points in the bill. Even though
we were not able to fund adequately all
of the programs, there are many bright
spots in this bill, particularly what we
were able to do for the National
Science Foundation.

However, despite these responsible
funding levels, Mr. Chairman, and
these lack of funding levels that I
would like to see, this bill underfunds
some areas which I must call the com-
mittee’s attention to. It underfunds
public housing. It is a part of our bill,
a part of our assessment that it should
be funded strongly. It underfunds com-
munity development. It also cuts
money from the Public Housing Capital
Fund which helps to rebuild the worn-
down and torn-up housing projects
throughout this Nation. That is very
badly needed. Children are in these
housing projects. That makes it even
more so. There are about 3 million low-
income people that depend on public
housing. One million of those are chil-
dren.

The drug elimination grants which
we have heard so many people talk
about is also eliminated. It is needed.
We need to keep drug trafficking out of
our housing projects. Just the day be-
fore yesterday we voted $676 million in
foreign aid to eliminate drugs. We need
to eliminate drugs, Mr. Chairman,
right here in our own country.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN), another
very hardworking and dedicated mem-
ber of the subcommittee.

(Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of the VA appropriations bill and
to thank, as others have done, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. WALSH) for
his leadership and the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN) for his
leadership and cooperation.

Our bill, Mr. Chairman, helps the
Veterans Administration provide
health care to over 3.8 million men and
women, who required last year over
717,000 inpatient visits and over 39 mil-
lion outpatient visits to our Nation’s
172 VA hospitals, 135 nursing homes,
and over 600 outpatient clinics coun-
trywide.

This bill provides for those purposes
this year an additional $1.1 billion over
last year’s level for their medical care,
for a total in the medical care account
of $21.2 billion. With this latest in-
crease, Congress will have provided an
additional $4 billion for veterans’ med-
ical care over the past 3 years.

On a specific issue, our bill continues
to direct Secretary Principi to address
the serious issue of hepatitis C among
the veterans population, particularly
those of the Vietnam era.

On the housing front, the bill pro-
vides $30 billion for that agency, an in-
crease of $2 billion over last year’s
level, and it continues our commit-
ment to increasing housing opportuni-
ties for all people in need but espe-
cially for individuals with disabilities.
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This bill that we consider today will
provide funding for nearly 8,000 vouch-
ers specifically to provide decent, ac-
cessible housing for individuals with
disabilities who often must compete
with programs that provide housing for
the elderly.

On the environmental protection
front, the committee has provided $1.2
billion for the Superfund hazardous
waste cleanup program. This vital pro-
gram cleans up our Nation’s most pol-
luted sites and, in many cases, can re-
store formerly toxic sites to new pro-
ductive uses. My own State has more of
these sites than any other State in the
Nation. Despite local successes in the
Superfund cleanups, there are many
more sites to be cleaned up and more
sites and brownfields sites than ever.

Like the chairman, I think we need
to highlight the fact that this bill sub-
stantially increases funding for the Na-
tional Science Foundation by $415 mil-
lion, or 9 percent, over last year’s level,
for a total of $4.8 billion over last
year’s amount. Basic scientific re-
search funding is critical, and I par-
ticularly commend the gentleman from
New York (Chairman WALSH) for his
leadership and responsiveness which
led to this much-deserved increase.

The committee has also provided
$14.9 billion for NASA, an increase of
$641 million over fiscal year 2001. While
the committee rightly has concerns
about cost overruns of the Inter-
national Space Station, overall NASA
is responsible for a number of research
initiatives.

For this and other reasons, I support
the bill.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN).

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
thank my friend from West Virginia for
yielding me time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
NASA funding included in this legisla-
tion, particularly as it relates to NASA
Glenn Research Center in Cleveland.
Glenn Research Center provides over $1
billion a year to Ohio’s economy. Over
12,000 jobs exist in Ohio thanks to
Glenn Research Center. Glenn Re-
search Center grants over $10 million a
year to Ohio’s universities, and NASA
has an important impact on our every-
day lives.

Glenn Research Center has given us
advances in biotechnology, to improve
our health care, led in the development
of quiet aircraft technology to mini-
mize the noise in communities sur-
rounding airports, and spearheaded re-
search that benefits space travel.

Glenn Research Center also devel-
oped a lightweight battery that enables
energy storage in space, in our own
laptops and cell phones. This
Congress’s investment in Glenn Re-
search Center benefits every American.
I am pleased the subcommittee has rec-
ognized the importance of Glenn Re-
search Center.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman
from New York (Chairman WALSH) and
I thank the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. MOL-
LOHAN).

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguish gentleman
from California (Mr. DREIER), the dis-
tinguished Chairman of the Committee
on Rules, for the purpose of a colloquy.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to begin by complimenting both the
gentleman from New York (Chairman
WALSH) and the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN) for the superb
job they have done on this bill, espe-
cially in the area of investment in sci-
entific research and our Nation’s space
program.

I am joined by my very distinguished
colleague, the gentleman from Glen-
dale, California (Mr. SCHIFF), who has
also joined with me in representing the
area of Pasadena, which includes the
Jet Propulsion Lab, and I would like to
make a couple of comments about this.

Unfortunately, the vision that I just
mentioned that the chairman and
ranking member and the work of the
subcommittee and the full committee
reported out is not shared by the piece
that came out from our friends in the
other body. It not only does not pro-
vide sufficient funding for the National
Science Foundation and NASA, but it
goes so far as to propose the system-
atic dismantling of one of our Nation’s
national treasures, the Solar System
Exploration Program.

While the proposed transfer of the
Telecommunications and Mission Oper-
ations Directorate to the Consolidated
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Space Operations Contract is portrayed
as an effort to save money and consoli-
date space operations, the cost savings
are illusory and the transfer would be
devastating to the space program.

The proposal assumes that an indus-
try contractor can absorb the tele-
communications and missions oper-
ations activities, but, in fact, because
the deep space environment is substan-
tially more hostile than the near-Earth
environment, the personnel who pres-
ently operate the Earth orbiting sat-
ellites do not now possess the experi-
ence or training required to operate a
spacecraft in deep space. Therefore, the
contractor would have to hire new peo-
ple to do the work.

Furthermore, in order to achieve the
level of savings promised by the Sen-
ate, the contractor would be forced to
conduct the missions with fewer than
half the personnel presently on the
missions. Unfortunately, we have al-
ready learned the short-staffing lesson
the hard way. The Young Commission’s
findings on the loss of the two Mars
missions concluded that the principal
failure for both missions was the result
of NASA headquarters’ limitations on
participation by the Jet Propulsion
Laboratory’s expert staff. Unfortu-
nately, the bill from the other body ig-
nores this finding and further weakens
JPL’s role.

In addition, the Senate proposal
would transfer the mission operations
and communications for all of the solar
system exploration missions, including
Galileo, Mars Global Surveyor, Ulys-
ses, Cassini, Voyager and Mars Odyssey
to an outside contractor.

Mr. Chairman, I am certain that this
body did not authorize and appropriate
the millions of dollars needed to fund
these programs with the idea that they
would then be outsourced to a new and
inexperienced operations and commu-
nications team. We expect, and indeed
should demand, that the operations of
these high-risk, high-reward missions
be conducted by the most capable,
most qualified and the most experi-
enced personnel available.

Mr. Chairman, I know personally
NASA’s Jet Propulsion Laboratory is
the authority on deep space explo-
ration, and the House cannot allow the
Senate to place these vital missions in
jeopardy simply to fulfill the parochial
interests that exist in the other body.

I am joined, as I said, by my col-
leagues, the gentleman from California
(Mr. SCHIFF), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. COX), the gentleman from
California (Mr. LEWIS) and others to
ask that you refuse to accept any of
these shortsighted proposals during
conference; and, in a bipartisan fash-
ion, we offer whatever assistance we
may have in this effort.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for his comments and
look forward to working with him.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
SCHIFF) for the purpose of a colloquy.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise to join my col-
league and neighbor from California in
his praise for your leadership as well as
the leadership of the gentleman from
West Virginia and to urge that we turn
back the Senate’s proposals which I be-
lieve will seriously undermine the
Solar System Exploration Program.

Mr. Chairman, as you know, NASA’s
Jet Propulsion Laboratory is managed
for NASA by the California Institute of
Technology, Caltech. The Senate
makes three proposals that are dam-
aging to Caltech, damaging to NASA
and damaging to the space program.
The first is the transfer of tele-
communications and mission oper-
ations to an outside contractor, as dis-
cussed by my colleague; the second is
the reduction of $50 million from the
Mars Surveyor program; and the third
is the transfer of the Europa mission
and the entire Solar System Explo-
ration Program from JPL to an ad hoc
grants program.

The combined impacts on JPL of
these three proposals would be the
elimination of 1,200 jobs at JPL and the
resulting elimination of highly trained
personnel and unnecessarily imperil
our Nation’s space exploration pro-
gram.

Essentially, the Senate proposes that
the critical mass of talent, experience
and know-how which resides at JPL
should be dispersed and that the core of
NASA’s exploration program should be
conducted piecemeal and ad hoc.

At a time when the Nation is facing
a critical shortage of experienced per-
sonnel in public service, the Senate
proposals would terminate hundreds of
engineers, technicians and scientists
who possess the greatest level of
knowledge regarding space exploration.
The consequences would be tragic, and
the Nation’s space program would suf-
fer a tremendous setback.

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to rep-
resent the best and brightest in a field
where the advancement of science in-
spires young children and captures the
imagination of millions, but I believe
the space exploration program at JPL
also serves the Nation as a whole.

NASA’s solar exploration program
carefully laid out and scrutinized re-
sides at JPL because for the past 50
years this Congress has invested in the
creation of the talent and infrastruc-
ture that exists at JPL. They are the
experts, and this is rocket science.

For this body to allow that invest-
ment in space exploration to be jeop-
ardized in this manner would be a dis-
service to the Nation and contrary to
the fiscal duty we owe taxpayers.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
complete the colloquy.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to say I
thank both gentlemen for their com-
ments, and please be assured we will
not allow investments made in the
space exploration program to be wast-
ed. Be assured that both the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN)
and I look forward to working with the

gentleman from California (Mr.
SCHIFF), the gentleman from California
(Mr. DREIER), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. COX) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LEWIS) to ensure
that JPL remains one of the premier
space research facilities in the country.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield very briefly, I
would just say this is not rocket
science. What they do out at JPL is
rocket science.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY), the
distinguished ranking minority mem-
ber on the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, the Con-
gressional Budget Office just finished
the study which showed that over the
last 20 years the wealthiest 1 percent of
people in this country had an after-tax
income gain on an annual basis of
$414,000 per year. The tax bill which
this Congress passed just a couple of
months ago gave those people on aver-
age a $53,000 tax cut, about an 8 percent
increase in their after-tax income.

That study also showed if you are ex-
actly in the middle of the income
stream, you have had an income in-
crease over the past 20 years of about
$3,400, and the tax bill that passed gave
those folks not an 8 percent or 7 per-
cent or 6 percent increase in their
after-tax income, it gave those folks a
2 percent increase in their after-tax in-
come.

That study also showed if you were in
the poorest 20 percent of people in this
society, that you actually have lost
$100 in your annual income over the
last 20 years, and those folks got a 1
percent on average increase in their
after-tax income by the tax bill that
passed, except for the almost one-third
of people in that bracket who got noth-
ing whatsoever because they made too
little money to qualify for the tax cut.

That tax bill took so much money
that it made it impossible for the Com-
mittee on Appropriations to give the
gentleman from New York an adequate
allocation for this bill; and because of
that fact, not because of the desires of
the gentleman, but because of the re-
alities imposed by that misguided tax
bill, this bill today is at least half a
billion dollars short in providing need-
ed veterans medical care. It is des-
perately short of the levels we need to
be at to provide assistance for low-in-
come people to obtain decent housing.
It weakens our ability to provide envi-
ronmental protection, and it does a
number of other things that are not in
the long-term interests of this country.

I have voted for the last five appro-
priation bills this House produced be-
cause I thought they were decent, bi-
partisan products, even though they
were not perfect. But this bill I will not
be supporting because of the short-
comings that I have cited.

I do want to say, however, that I
think the gentleman from New York
has done a very decent job with the
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limited amount of resources that he
had available to him, and I especially
commend him for the way he dealt
with the science budget. We needed an
increase over the White House budget
for science.

There is another strange twist to this
bill, however. We tried on this side of
the aisle on three occasions to get the
majority to recognize that we were
going to need more money for disaster
assistance in FEMA’s budget for the
existing fiscal year. We were blocked
on each of those three occasions.

Now, however, this bill contains a
$1.3 billion item which has been labeled
an emergency by no one less than the
distinguished majority whip. That is
the same distinguished majority whip
who last year took the floor to defend
the idea that somehow funding the cen-
sus was an emergency, as though we
did not know that every 10 years we are
required by the Constitution to con-
duct a census. So I find that flip-flop
strange indeed.

It is because of that flip-flop that
this bill has been delayed for the better
part of a day, and yet the majority
leadership now somehow expects us to
be able to make up the time lost by the
internal divisions within the majority
party caucus on this issue, and yet
they expect us to work a miracle and
finish this bill by 10, 11, 12 o’clock to-
night. There are some 44 amendments
pending. I do not believe it is possible
to come anywhere near closure, even
though we will try to work with the
majority.

So I would simply say that if this bill
cannot be finished tonight, it ought to
be clearly understood why. It is not be-
cause of any delay on the part of any-
one. It is simply because of the incon-
sistency which was noticed by the ma-
jority party caucus, the inconsistency
represented by the DeLay amendment.
While I support the DeLay amendment,
I regret the ridiculous turmoil that it
has caused.
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Mr. FRANK. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. OBEY. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Chairman, I am the
ranking minority member of the Sub-
committee on Housing. There are enor-
mous questions at issue here, and try-
ing to rush them through would be in-
appropriate.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
Jersey (Mrs. ROUKEMA), the distin-
guished subcommittee chair of the au-
thorizing committee.

Mrs. ROUKEMA. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding, and
I thank him for his distinguished lead-
ership on this issue.

Certainly, as the chairwoman of the
Subcommittee on Housing, I have just
completed a series of hearings on the
availability of affordable housing.
These hearings focused on many of the
programs within the jurisdiction of

this appropriation bill, such as HOME,
CDBG, section 8 vouchers, section 202
elderly housing, homeless and the dis-
abled.

We have an intelligent under-
standing, even in this good economy,
that there are a growing number of
hardworking Americans who suddenly
cannot afford rental housing that they
are occupying because of the higher
rents in their particular area. So at our
housing affordability hearings, witness
after witness reinforced the need for
improved administration, utilization,
and delivery of HUD programs. Fur-
thermore, programs like HOME, CDBG,
HOPE, section 8 vouchers, disability
and 202 for the elderly, all of these pro-
grams need community development
groups that can help them and can
more efficiently and effectively meet
the needs of these vulnerable popu-
lations.

Now that we have concluded the
hearings, it is our intention to begin
crafting legislation that will help to
meet the needs of the growing housing
affordability and availability problem.

We must remember, and I say this as
a strong fiscal conservative, we must
remember that the American taxpayer
deserves consideration in this budget
debate as well. If directing resources
from one program to another means, as
is done in this bill, means resources are
being more efficiently and effectively
used, then we should be supportive.
The gentleman from New York (Mr.
WALSH) has done that in this bill.

I would like to point out that the bill
is not absolutely perfect, but I must
say that I wish it had included credit
subsidies.

I rise in support of this bill today. Chairman
WALSH was given limited resources, and he
has worked hard to craft a bill that is fair to all
the competing interests and programs within
his jurisdiction.

As Chair of the Financial Services Sub-
committee on Housing, I have just completed
a series of hearings on the availability of af-
fordable housing. These hearings focused on
many of the programs within the jurisdiction of
this appropriations bill, such as HOME, CDBG,
section 8 vouchers, section 202 elderly hous-
ing, homeless and the disabled.

This country is facing a growing housing cri-
sis. The growth in the economy has created a
major dilemma for an increasing number of
working class and low-income Americans—a
better economy means higher rents in many
areas. A growing number of hard working
Americans suddenly can’t afford the rental
housing they are occupying, or can’t even find
any housing available that is geared to their
income levels. In addition, our government is
faced with the increasing budget needs of our
existing public housing system as well as how
to pay for future housing demands.

At our housing affordability hearings, wit-
ness after witness reinforced the need for im-
proved administration, utilization and delivery
of HUD’s programs. Furthermore, programs
like HOME, CDBG, HOPE VI, section 8
vouchers, section 202, disability and homeless
programs need more flexibility so that housing
finance agencies, PHAs and community devel-
opment groups can more effectively and effi-

ciently meet the needs of these vulnerable
populations.

Now that we have concluded the hearings,
it is our intention to begin crafting legislation
that will help to better meet the needs of this
growing housing affordability and availability
problem. We will be looking at ways to im-
prove the delivery and administration of HUD
administered programs.

I know that many members plan to offer
amendments today concerning programs that
fall within the jurisdiction of the Subcommittee
on Housing. I invite members who may have
problems or concerns with this bill to work with
the authorizing committee to address those
concerns. Clearly, changes are warranted to
many of these programs so that they better
meet the needs of the people that so des-
perately need our help.

I consider myself a strong fiscal conserv-
ative, so for my part I do not automatically
presume that each and every government pro-
gram that currently exists deserves an in-
crease in funding, merely by virtue of being
there. Let us remember that the American tax-
payer deserves consideration in this budget
debate as well. If redirecting resources from
one program to another means resources are
being used more efficiently and effectively,
then we should be supportive.

Faced with sharp budget constraints, Chair-
man WALSH has worked hard to use the tax-
payers money in the most effective and effi-
cient way possible. Where funds have not
been spent in a timely manner, he has recap-
tured those funds and redirected them to pro-
grams that can use them now. Funding for
programs with proven track records—like
HOME, public housing operating subsidies,
and housing for disabled and elderly has been
increased in this appropriations bill.

This bill isn’t perfect—for example, I wish it
included credit subsidies to ensure the contin-
ued operation of the FHA multifamily loan pro-
gram; and I will continue to work with both
OMB and the Appropriation’s Committee to
determine how best to address continued
funding for that program. In fact, just last
week, I asked GAO to conduct a review of the
issues surrounding the credit subsidy, such as
how it is assessed and whether it is consistent
with current default rates. There are good ar-
guments on both sides of the issue relating to
whether we have an accurate risk assessment
of the credit subsidy. I am hopeful that the
GAO will provide some insight on how best to
proceed in resolving this crisis and whether an
actual insurance premium is necessary.

Finally, I am glad that the Chairman has in-
cluded provisions for the President’s Down-
payment Assistance Program. Home funds are
distributed by formula to states and local par-
ticipating jurisdictions which have the flexibility
to use these funds for a variety of purposes,
including downpayment assistance. The Presi-
dent’s initiative would allow this to continue,
but would require state and localities to use a
designated amount of their funds for downpay-
ment assistance.

This downpayment assistance set aside will
go a long way to addressing the needs of
many of those who currently are unable to
own their own home. For this reason, I will op-
pose any amendment that seeks to reduce or
eliminate the money for this important initia-
tive.
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On balance, this bill deserves your support,

and we recognize that it outlines the founda-
tion of review and legislative reform on our
committee agenda for next year.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ) for
the purpose of a colloquy with the
chairman.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the ranking member, the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN) for
yielding me this time.

I would like to enter into a colloquy
at this point with the Chairman of the
subcommittee, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. WALSH). After testi-
fying last spring, Mr. Chairman, the
subcommittee has been very helpful in
finding creative solutions to the chal-
lenges faced by a multitude of veterans
living in the Rio Grande Valley. I know
the limitations on our spending this
year, and I applaud the gentleman’s
work.

I appreciate language in the VA–HUD
report to this bill that directs the VA
to work with the Defense Department
to share resources to serve our vet-
erans, our active duty military, mili-
tary retirees, and their dependents.
The language directs the VA and DOD
to submit a plan to the Committee for
three demonstration sites through
which to integrate health care re-
sources and reduce the burden on vet-
erans.

I would like to propose that a hos-
pital in South Texas, which is at the
Naval Air Station in Corpus Christi, be
considered as a prospective site for just
such a demonstration to help our vet-
erans. I know that the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. HOBSON), my good friend, has
actually traveled to South Texas and
looked at the facility with this in
mind. There is room in the hospital
and open beds that could be used to
tend to the specialty care and the
needs of our veterans.

I am grateful for a recent meeting
with Veterans Secretary Anthony
Principi in which we had a very good
discussion about the needs of South
Texas veterans. The Secretary was
very engaged and helpful with sugges-
tions. Secretary Principi agreed to
have his experts at the VA study the
prospect of having one of these dem-
onstration sites at the Naval Air Sta-
tion Hospital at Corpus Christi. I am
very appreciative.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. WALSH).

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for his diligence on this
very important issue in bringing the
problem of accessible health care for
the veterans of the beautiful area of
South Texas that he calls home.

The VA and DOD have a great oppor-
tunity to do better in this area. I agree
that the Naval Hospital in Corpus
Christi would be an excellent candidate
for this demonstration project, and I
would encourage the VA to give this
site every consideration when formu-
lating a plan.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s help, and I yield
to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. HOB-
SON).

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I would
also like to join in thanking the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ) for
bringing his testimony before the com-
mittee.

I visited this hospital in Corpus
Christi, along with a number of other
members of my subcommittee, and I
really believe that the available capac-
ity at that hospital and certainly the
need of the veterans in that area would
lend itself to progress in this program
that he wants to do in this area. I want
to commend the Chairman for encour-
aging the VA to work with DOD at the
possibility of establishing not only this
project, but other similar programs,
because I think it comes into the ex-
tension of quality, cost-effective care
for our veterans around the country,
and the gentleman’s facility in Corpus
Christi is a good place to demonstrate
that program.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to thank the Committee again and
the staff for their very diligent work.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY), the
chairman of the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

(Mr. OXLEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of H.R. 2620. I want to thank
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
WALSH), the chairman of the sub-
committee, and the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN), the
ranking member, for putting together
an appropriations bill that balances all
of the competing interests and pro-
grams, given the fiscal restraints that
we are under.

As the chairman of the Committee on
Financial Services, the housing pro-
grams administered by the Department
of Housing and Urban Development fall
under our jurisdiction. To date, the
committee has held at least nine hous-
ing program and oversight hearings to
explore how to make these programs
models of efficiency and expand hous-
ing opportunities for everyone.

What the hearings reveal is that we
are facing a housing crisis. In some
areas, that crisis is one of availability
of housing, while in others, it is afford-
ability, with low-income families pay-
ing more than 50 percent of their
monthly income for housing. In other
cases, it has been poor management of
public and private resources and, in-
deed, our committee plans to look into
that.

I applaud the committee on their
work. For example, the HOME program
is increased by some $200 million to ac-
commodate the President’s request.
This new initiative will expand the
homeownership dream, particularly for
low-income, first-time home buyers.
While the overall homeownership rate

is 68 percent, we have lots of work to
do in our minority and disabled com-
munities to foster this American
dream. I will oppose any amendments
that diminish the Downpayment Initia-
tive incorporated in the HOME pro-
gram.

I do want to point out to my col-
leagues that there will be some amend-
ments today related to the elimination
of the Public Housing Drug Elimi-
nation Grant Program. As I under-
stand, this program is duplicative and
that the Public Housing Authorities al-
ready have existing authority to pro-
vide crime-fighting initiatives through
the operating fund. H.R. 2620 increases
the PHA operating subsidy to 8.1 per-
cent to allow flexibility to do crime-
fighting initiatives and other activi-
ties. Moreover, the Drug Elimination
Program experienced many abuses, in-
cluding HUD’s approval to allow PHAs
to use funds for ‘‘creative wellness’’
programs that teach residents to sur-
round themselves with colored
gemstones and incense; and I am not
making this up, Mr. Chairman, to the
tune of $800,000; for occasions and trips,
and for controversial gun buy-back
programs.

I am also concerned that there is $397
million of unspent funds, some dating
back to as far as fiscal year 1997. I sup-
port the Administration’s proposal to
eliminate duplicate programs.

While I understand that there will always be
more need than resources, it is important that
Congress act in a fiscally prudent manner that
balances the housing program investments
made by the taxpayer with the legitimate
needs of those citizens who are not finding
adequate resources in the private sector. The
Committee on Financial Services, including
the Housing Subcommittee chaired by Rep-
resentative MARGE ROUKEMA, looks forward to
working through the policy details that will en-
sure an improved housing delivery service.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FATTAH), a distinguished and hard-
working member of the subcommittee.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, let me
also thank the ranking member and
the chairman of the subcommittee for
their hard work.

I have a number of concerns about
the bill, even though I am generally
supportive. One of course is the elimi-
nation of the AmeriCorps program, and
the elimination of the drug elimination
fund. There is nothing controversial
about gun buy-back programs in neigh-
borhoods where people have been vic-
timized by the illegal use of these guns.
But I think that even though there are
some unfortunate directions, there is a
lot to be very pleased with in this bill,
and I commend both the gentlemen
who have had the leadership roles.

I wanted to yield a moment to the
chairman, the gentleman from New
York, to have a brief colloquy on the
question of the reserve funds for public
housing authorities.

I, along with the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE), have
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talked before about our concerns about
the move from 2 months to 1 month.
We realize that the vast majority of
housing authorities have not needed a
2-month reserve, but there have been
instances where, for a small percentage
of housing authorities where they have
had to go beyond the 1 month. I just
want assurances from the chairman
that he will be mindful of this and
monitor and seek to ensure that HUD
would have the flexibility to be respon-
sive so that no family presently being
served would in any way be jeopardized
by the decision, and I think the correct
decision that has been made, which is
to roll the reserve back to a 1-month
status.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, cer-
tainly, it is not the committee’s in-
tent, nor do I believe this action will
have any negative impact, on the abil-
ity of Public Housing Authorities to
fully utilize their vouchers. It is my
understanding that less than $46 mil-
lion of the $1.3 billion in reserve fund-
ing was drawn down last year.

I assure the gentleman that it is the
committee’s intention that any PHA
which exhausts its funds will be given
additional funds to ensure that its le-
gitimate needs are met. In fact, I have
a letter from the Deputy Secretary
which indicates that HUD will con-
tinue its long-standing policy to pro-
vide any Public Housing Authority
that has exhausted its funds for legiti-
mate needs with whatever funding is
necessary to ensure that all families
currently served retain their assist-
ance.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. SCARBOROUGH).

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Chairman,
I would also like to thank the com-
mittee staff for this worthy bill which
promotes environmental cleanup and
scientific study for areas impacted by
toxic pollutants.

One such area of impact is Escambia
County, Florida, which is my home
county. In 1998, it ranked 22nd out of
3,300 counties in America in the
amount of toxic releases reported to
the EPA. Now there is mounting evi-
dence that these toxic pollutants con-
tributed to increased illnesses in
Northwest Florida. Friends, neighbors,
family members, and other constitu-
ents continue to ask me questions at
town hall meetings and elsewhere
about whether there is a connection be-
tween buried toxins and increased lev-
els of cancer and other diseases.

Fortunately, the University of West
Florida and Escambia County Health
Department have formed a partnership
to find scientific answers to these trou-
bling questions. These questions as to
whether toxins buried underground
decades ago are now causing sharp in-

creases in cancer and other deadly dis-
eases need to be answered.

Also, too often, the affected areas are
occupied by some of our poorest con-
stituents, not only in Northwest Flor-
ida, but across America.
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That is why I am grateful that this

committee has urged the EPA to study
Escambia County’s increased levels of
illness, and it will impact not only
Northwest Florida, but also affected
areas across America.

That is why I encourage passage of
this worthy bill, and thank the chair-
man and the staff for recognizing the
importance of the measure.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
FRANK), distinguished member on the
Subcommittee on Housing and Commu-
nity Opportunity.

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Chairman, this bill
is a stunning example of the social
harm that is resulting from the exces-
sive tax reduction of earlier this year.

We have widely acknowledged that
there are housing crises in many parts
of this country. The gentlewoman from
New Jersey (Mrs. ROUKEMA), who
chairs the subcommittee, has presided
over hearing after hearing in which
witnesses brought forth by both sides
of the aisle have testified to that.

The very prosperity which benefits so
many and is so welcome exacerbates
the problem in many areas of those
people in middle-income and lower-in-
come categories who are not partici-
pating, and this bill systematically
makes it worse. It is not a matter of
what the subcommittee chose to do, it
is a matter of the substantial reduction
in resources mandated by that tax bill,
which left them with no real options.

As a result of the inaction of this
committee pursuant to that tax cut,
the Federal Housing Administration,
the FHA multifamily program, is shut
down, has been shut down, and will re-
main shut down. When we get in the
full House I will put in a letter from
the homebuilders and realtors and
many others lamenting this. We are
not building multifamily units for mid-
dle-income people.

Public housing residents are savaged
by the President’s budget, and unfortu-
nately, this bill repeats that. The pub-
lic housing drug elimination program, I
do not think it is duplicative to have
more cops in public housing. This cuts
virtually every aspect of public hous-
ing.

The President says he will leave no
child behind. Who does he think lives
in public housing, stuffed animals?
Children live in public housing, the
poorest children in this country. They
are victimized by the poor resource al-
location that this bill manifests.

This bill is, unfortunately, far below
the minimum we should expect, and
that is mandated by that irresponsible
tax cut.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
WATT).

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for
yielding time to me.

Mr. Chairman, this is kind of a
strange institution we are operating in
here, because both the chairman of the
Committee and the ranking member I
think have done a good job of operating
within the context of what they are op-
erating in. Unfortunately, they are
playing with a budget the size of a
baseball when the size of the need is, at
best, the size of a softball or a soccer
ball, or perhaps even a basketball or
bigger.

The dramatic example of that is in
the area of housing. The chairman, the
Republican chairman, the Democratic
ranking member, and those of us who
sit on that committee have gone
through hearing after hearing after
hearing, and every single witness has
come and said, ‘‘We need more afford-
able housing in this country.’’ Yet,
there is nothing that will address that
need in this bill.

It is not because of the ranking mem-
ber or the chairman of the Committee,
it is because of the big tax cut that has
taken all of the money that we should
have been spending on low-income
housing and affordable housing and
sent it back to rich people, leaving
poor people in destitute housing. That
is a shame for our country.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me.

As co-chair of the Congressional
Aerospace Caucus, I strongly support
maintaining America’s leadership in
space exploration, research, and tech-
nology. That is why I rise in support of
increased funding for the National Aer-
onautics and Space Administration.

Let me speak of two challenges being
met by NASA in aircraft noise and en-
gine emissions. The ultraefficient en-
gine technology program at the NASA
Glenn research center is improving
local air quality around airports and
reducing aviation’s impact on global
warming.

The program is developing revolu-
tionary propulsion technologies for in-
creased performance and efficiency of
aircraft engines. The goal of NASA’s
quiet aircraft technology program is to
develop technologies which will con-
tain aircraft noise within airport
boundaries.

The Federal Government is investing
millions of dollars every year to insu-
late homes. Such sound insulation is
the only feasible approach today. How-
ever, breakthrough technologies devel-
oped by NASA through the UEET pro-
gram and the quiet aircraft technology
program will properly address the prob-
lem by achieving significant reductions
in aircraft noise and emissions.
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I urge increased support for NASA.

Not only will this funding enable the
U.S. to remain at the forefront of space
technology, but it will serve to give
much-needed relief to our constituents
who live near airports.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, there have been a
number of the speakers who have com-
mented on HUD funding. I would just
like to respond briefly on a couple of
points.

First of all, we, unlike the Senate,
increased Section 8 housing vouchers.
We put, I believe, 34,000 new housing
vouchers in. Eight thousand of those
are specifically for people with disabil-
ities. I think that it is the sub-
committee stepping up to the plate and
dealing with an issue that we have not
fully dealt with in the past. The Senate
provided no new Section 8 housing
vouchers, so I think the House did an
excellent job there.

We also increased operating expenses
for the public housing authorities
across the land by 8 percent. That is a
very, very substantial increase.

Although we have a reduced amount
of funding in the capital budget, I
would remind my colleagues, there is
$8 billion in the capital expenses pipe-
line for public housing authorities
across the nation. That is $8 billion
that is appropriated but unallocated to
a specific project, and unspent.

We would urge those public housing
authorities to move forward and allo-
cate those funds toward a project. Oth-
erwise, they will lose those funds, and
we will assign them to public housing
authorities that are spending their
funds in a timely way.

The problem is, we are appropriating
these monies and they are not taking
care of their housing code violations,
they are not taking care of the hazards
that people living in public housing
have to deal with every day. So it is
our responsibility as a Congress to
make sure those public housing au-
thorities spend that money.

Lastly, the level of funding that we
have provided is exactly what the Clin-
ton administration asked for for the
past 3 years. So to say that we did not
do our job for HUD, Members can say
that, but it is tougher to make the case
because the facts I think would argue
otherwise.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the ranking member for yielding time
to me.

Mr. Chairman, I add my voice to
those of my colleagues on this side of
the aisle who have said there are stun-
ning examples in this bill of how the
tax cut has forced us into insufficient
funding for important programs. I join
everybody who has spoken in thanking
the Chair and the ranking member for
doing what they can with the insuffi-
cient budget they had.

Let me just add another stunning ex-
ample, as my colleague, the gentleman
from Massachusetts said, of the social
harm that has been done by insuffi-
cient funding.

We all have said we have added $1 bil-
lion to the health care for our veterans
in this budget. That is true. But $1 bil-
lion, given the inflationary cost of
health care in this Nation, barely
keeps up with that inflation; $1 billion
barely keeps up with the inflation. How
do we make up for all the years that we
have not granted sufficient funding to
our Nation’s veterans?

Of all people, these are the folks who
we should take care of before we de-
clare a surplus, before we give a tax cut
to the wealthiest 1 percent of our Na-
tion. It is our veterans who have made
this Nation the prosperous one it is.
Yet, they have come last, again.

The so-called Independent budget
that is put out by the veterans service
organizations of this Nation, virtually
every single veterans’ organization has
contributed to this independent budg-
et, they think another $1.7 billion is
necessary for the health care for our
Nation’s veterans to keep up with in-
flation and to deal with problems such
as Hepatitis C, with problems of our
aging veteran population, with bring-
ing down the incredible 5 months and 8
months and year-long waiting times
for specialty doctors.

So I will be proposing an amendment,
when we get to that stage in the bill,
to give $1.7 billion extra. We have
emergency funding in this bill now. I
would hope that this House would
agree with me that the funding for our
veterans is an emergency, that we
ought to declare our support for our
Nation’s veterans and provide this
level of funding.

There will be amendments to do that.
There will be amendments to increase
the medical research budget, to in-
crease the budget to fight and treat
Hepatitis C victims, and there will be
amendments to give health care to the
75,000 Filipino veterans of World War
II, one-third of them citizens of this
Nation, and the others living in the
Philippines who have contributed to
our Nation’s victory in World War II. It
is time that we supported them.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON).

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I thank my colleague for
yielding time to me.

I want to praise both the chairman
and the ranking member of this sub-
committee for their outstanding work
in a very difficult budget environment.
I know the tough decisions they had to
make were not easy, and I support the
effort they have put forth.

I want to speak about one very small
part of this bill we are going to be vot-
ing on today that impacts one very
large group of people in America.

We talked about the FEMA budget
and how we need to help resolve those
problems created by disasters and re-
imburse towns and cities for the ex-
penses they have lost, the debts they
have in incurred. But we have not
heard anything about FEMA’s commit-
ment to the 1.2 million men and women
in this country who are the fire and
EMS personnel.

Under the chairman’s leadership,
with the strong support of the full
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), this past
year the Congress for the first time es-
tablished a grant program to support
the Nation’s domestic defenders. The
$100 million that was allocated was re-
quested by 30,000 fire and EMS depart-
ments across this country to the tune
of $2.9 billion. We will only be able to
fund a very small portion of that re-
quest.

I am pleased that this bill has an ad-
ditional $100 million, and I am going to
ask at a later point in time, when I
offer an amendment, that my col-
leagues and the leadership of this sub-
committee support the Senate posi-
tion, which is $150 million.

We talk about the needs that we have
in this bill, but Mr. Chairman, each
year 100, on average, fire and EMS per-
sonnel die in the line of duty pro-
tecting our communities, and 85 per-
cent of them are volunteers. The right
thing for us to do is to support a pro-
gram that will help prevent and pro-
tect these individuals from the loss of
life and injuries that they assume on a
regular and annual basis.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs.
JONES).

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me. I know the chairman works very
hard to try and craft some legislation
that would address the issues of our
community.

But I am concerned about the cut in
housing that has occurred in this bill,
particularly the drug elimination pro-
gram that was provided for public
housing. In Cuyahoga County, Ohio,
that will mean the cut is equal to the
entire budget for the law enforcement
department at the Cuyahoga Metro-
politan Housing Authority. For me and
for my community and district, that is
significant.

So I ask Members to rethink that. I
ask them to realize that even though
people think it is a stupid program, in
fact the people who live in public hous-
ing that have had an opportunity to
have drugs eliminated think it is a
great program.

However, I do want to compliment
the chairman and the ranking member
on the work they have done for the
NASA program. The NASA program in
Cuyahoga County is very, very impor-
tant. I want to thank the chairman,
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. HOBSON),
and my ranking member for seeing
that NASA had an opportunity to get
additional dollars.
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Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I am

pleased to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from Texas (Mr.
BENTSEN).

(Mr. BENTSEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

b 1645

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of the bill for its
functions that it annually funds, in-
cluding funding for NASA and other
issues. But in particular I want to talk
about the funding for FEMA.

I strongly support the committee’s
decision to accept the amendment of-
fered by my colleague, the gentleman
from Houston, Texas (Mr. DELAY), to
provide an additional $1.3 billion for
FEMA as emergency funding. As Mem-
bers know, Tropical Storm Allison
dropped 40 inches of rain throughout
the Houston area over a week-long pe-
riod, causing damages up to about $5
billion affecting 90,000 people in Texas.

It is estimated that the damages in
the Texas Medical Center in my dis-
trict alone will exceed $2 billion, and it
is expected with other disasters that
we will far exceed what was originally
budgeted and what the President origi-
nally called for. So I think this is a
step in the right direction.

In fact, the other body, in their bill,
has a figure up to $2 billion; and I hope
that ultimately we can get there, be-
cause we know we will have other dis-
asters in the remaining part of this
year and in next year. And we will cer-
tainly need this funding so people in
my district and other parts of Texas
can get back on their feet.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, can the
Chair advise us as to how much time is
remaining in general debate?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York (Mr. WALSH) has 31⁄2
minutes remaining and the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN)
has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL).

(Mr. HALL of Texas asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of this fine bill that the
chairman, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. WALSH), and the ranking
member, the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN), have brought to
the floor.

I do not get excited about many Fed-
eral programs, but this bill contains
money for two of the very best science
agencies in the world, NASA and the
National Science Foundation. These
are programs that ultimately will re-
sult in an increased understanding of
the world around us and will deliver
practical benefits to the American tax-
payers. It is a good bill.

Again, let me congratulate the Chair
and the ranking member for their fine
work, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the NASA funding in this bill.

It seems obvious to me that if we invest in
these advanced science and engineering ef-
forts now, when our economy is still relatively
robust, we can help lay the groundwork for an-
other generation of economic growth, which is
good for all Americans.

NSF is our premier agency for support of
basic research at academic institutions in the
physical and biological sciences, in mathe-
matics, and in engineering. Basic research
discoveries launch new industries that bring
returns to the economy far exceeding the
original public investment.

The Internet, which emerged from research
projects funded by the DOD and NSF, strik-
ingly illustrates the pay-off potential of such re-
search expenditures. In fact, over the past 50
years, half of U.S. economic productivity can
be attributed to technological innovation and
the science that has supported it.

Unfortunately, the simple truth is that during
the 1990s we have been underinvesting in the
fields of science that NSF supports.

A recent report from the National Academy
of Sciences provides specific examples that
make this case. The report shows that be-
tween 1993 and 1999 federal research sup-
port at academic institutions fell by 14 percent
in mathematics, by 7 percent in physics, by 2
percent in chemistry, and by 12 percent in
electrical engineering.

Inadequate funding for basic research in
such important fields imposes a price on soci-
ety, because new ideas are lost that would
otherwise underpin future technological ad-
vances. Of even more importance, anemic
funding of academic science and engineering
research reduces the numbers of new young
scientists and engineers, who constitute the
essential element necessary to ensure the na-
tion’s future economic strength and security.

The bill before us provides funding growth
for NSF in excess of nine percent. The in-
crease will enable the Foundation to expand
its investments in exciting, cutting-edge re-
search initiatives, such as information tech-
nology and nanoscale science and engineer-
ing. Of course, I would like to see the budget-
doubling rate of increase that was appro-
priated for NSF last year. But I understand the
constraints the Committee faced and I believe
they did a wonderful job under the cir-
cumstances.

NASA

I’d now like to turn to the bill’s treatment of
the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration. I am a strong and unabashed sup-
porter of our Nation’s space program. It has
delivered countless practical benefits to our
citizens over the four decades since NASA
was established. You only need to think about
some of the things that have come from past
investments in space research—including
such things as worldwide satellite communica-
tions, space-based weather imagery, ad-
vanced medical diagnostic and telemetry de-
vices, advanced materials—the list just goes
on and on—to know that this has been money
well spent.

I would be the first to say that we haven’t
been able to fund NASA as well as I would
have liked over the past decade. We were try-
ing to get the deficit under control, and NASA
had to take cuts, just as other agencies had
to take cuts. And I supported holding the line
on NASA’s spending, even though I supported
its programs. However, we are in a different
era and I believe it is time to increase our

Federal investment in research and develop-
ment. It’s an investment in our future, and no
agency symbolizes the future more than
NASA.

This bill, I am pleased to say, takes a step
in that direction. It provides an increase of
more than four percent for NASA. Given the
constraints facing the Committee, I appreciate
the efforts of Chairman WALSH and Ranking
Member MOLLOHAN to provide the additional
funding.

Of particular interest to me is the fact that
the bill provides $275 million for the Space
Station Crew Return Vehicle, as well as addi-
tional funding for Space Station research.

I know that Members are concerned about
the reported cost growth in the Space Station
program. And those who know me know that
I do not want to spend a single dollar more
than is necessary to carry out the Federal
government’s programs—whether they are
NASA programs or some other agency’s pro-
grams. At the same time, we have to provide
the resources needed to finish what we start,
or we will just wind up wasting the taxpayer’s
money.

The International Space Station is going to
be a world-class orbiting research facility if we
are wiling to keep the faith and ensure that it
has the capabilities successive Congresses
have supported. Thus, we are going to need
to invest in Space Station research facilities—
and make sure that the Station can support
the seven-person crew needed to carry out
that research. This bill supports that vision.

I also support the additional funding pro-
vided to the Space Shuttle program. The Shut-
tle program is critical to our nation’s explo-
ration and use of space, and we need to en-
sure that it has adequate funding so that it
keeps flying safely and reliably. In addition,
the bill provides funding for a range of impor-
tant programs in science, aeronautics, and
technology.

These are programs that ultimately will re-
sult in increased understanding of the world
around us and will deliver practical benefits to
the American taxpayer. Again, let me con-
gratulate the Chair and Ranking Member for
their fine work, and I urge my colleagues to
support the NASA funding in this bill.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I have no
additional requests for time, and I re-
serve the balance of my time to close.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
have one remaining speaker.

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of
my time, 2 minutes, to the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS).

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Chairman, what this debate is
about, really, is the priorities of this
country. Several months ago it was the
wisdom of the President of the United
States and a majority of the Members
of the Congress that we were a rich
enough Nation that we could afford to
provide hundreds of billions of dollars
to the wealthiest 1 percent of the popu-
lation, people who have a minimum in-
come of $375,000 a year. That is how
rich we were. But today, when we are
talking about the needs of our vet-
erans, the men and women who put
their lives on the line to defend this
country, the men and women who were
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wounded in action, well, guess what,
today we do not have enough money to
address their needs.

All over this country, including the
State of Vermont, there are waiting
lines for veterans to get the quality
treatment that they need. There is
speculation that the prescription drug
program for veterans will cost veterans
more money because we do not have, as
a Nation, the funding available to take
care of those people who made such
sacrifices for this country. Hundreds of
billions of dollars for tax breaks for
those who do not need it but inad-
equate funding for our veterans.

Mr. Chairman, in my State, and
again all over this country, millions of
Americans are paying 50 or 60 percent
or more of their limited incomes for
housing. In one region after another in
this country affordable housing is un-
attainable. Yet, once again, we appar-
ently do not have enough money to
adequately fund affordable housing in
this country, so that families and chil-
dren sleep out on the street and work-
ing people pay 50, 60 percent of their in-
comes for housing. Tax breaks for mil-
lionaires, yes; adequate funding for af-
fordable housing, no.

And, once again, all over this coun-
try communities are struggling to
make sure that the air that they
breathe, the water they drink, is not
polluted. Money for tax breaks, yes;
money for the environment, no.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chairman, I thank my colleague,
the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr.
MOLLOHAN), for joining me in this de-
bate and a general discussion of the
bill. As I said before, I think we have a
good bill. I suspect that if we had $150
billion to spend, someone would stand
up and say we just need more money.
Last year, we provided a record in-
crease in veterans medical care, the
most ever in the history of this coun-
try in one year and we still had amend-
ments asking for more money.

I think we have done a pretty good
job of providing the resources that we
need. I would remind my colleagues
that back in the years of the Reagan
tax cut, there was a very substantial
tax cut but there was an agreement
that they would cut taxes and that
they would also commensurately cut
spending. The tax cuts occurred, the
spending cuts did not. Therefore, we
wound up with very substantial budget
deficits. I think that what we have
done thus far this year is the right
thing to do. We have had growing sur-
pluses, we were collecting more money
than the government needed to oper-
ate, and if the money was left there, it
would have been spent. So the Presi-
dent proposed a tax cut that was sup-
ported by both the House, and the Sen-
ate, in very large numbers, and signed
by the President. It is now law and the
money is being mailed out to the tax-
payers who were overpaying.

So we have to now take care of the
spending part, which is really what
this bill is about. It is spending prior-
ities. We have close to $110 billion in

this bill. Some of it is at our discre-
tion, about $85 billion. I think we have
done the best we could. I think we have
met the priorities of the country.

We have increased veterans medical
care by $4 billion in the last 3 years, if
this bill passes. We have provided for
the protection of the environment. We
have provided for emergency relief, dis-
aster relief for emergency victims, and
we have provided for the housing of our
Nation. I think we have made some dif-
ficult choices, but we have made wise
choices. And I think that the people
who pay the taxes would accept the
fact that we have done our level best.

So I submit to my colleagues in clos-
ing the debate with my feeling that we
have done the very best that we could.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to comment on H.R. 2620,
VA-HUD-Independent Agencies appropriations
for FY 2002. I intend to offer several amend-
ments to this legislation to address my con-
cerns regarding affordable housing and sup-
port of our only national community service
program.

This bill appropriates $112.7 billion for pro-
grams and activities of the Veterans Affairs
(VA) and the Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) departments, and for independent
agencies. The independent agencies included
under this appropriations measure include the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion (NASA), the National Science Foundation
(NSF), and the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Administration (FEMA).

The total appropriation in the bill is $7.2 bil-
lion (7%) more than FY 2001 funding and $2.1
billion (2%) more than the administration’s re-
quest. On an adjusted basis (i.e., after certain
official CBO budget scorekeeping adjustments
have been made), the bill provides $112.6 bil-
lion—$7.5 billion more than the FY 2001 level
but $2.3 billion less than requested.

As the founder and Co-Chair of the Con-
gressional Children’s Caucus, and congres-
sional representative from the 18th Congres-
sional District of Texas I have a strong interest
in the well being of our nation’s children and
their families. I would like to offer the following
amendments for the committee’s consideration
as it prepares the rule for consideration of this
important legislation.

This year has been very difficult for the resi-
dents of Harris County and the City of Hous-
ton with the devastation caused by flooding as
a result of Tropical Storm Allison. Although
words cannot even begin to describe ade-
quately the destruction that Houston and its
surrounding areas, I will attempt to describe
for you some of havoc that the storm has
wreaked. The more than three feet of rain that
fell on the Houston area beginning June 6 has
caused at least 23 deaths in the Houston area
and as many as fifty deaths in six states. Over
10,000 people have been left at least tempo-
rarily homeless during the flooding, many with
no immediate hope of returning to their
homes. More than 56,000 residents in 30
counties have registered for federal disaster
assistance. Over 3000 homes have been de-
stroyed, over 43,000 damaged. The damage
estimates in Harris County, Texas alone are
$4.88 billion and may yet increase. As to
housing needs because of the flood, I will offer
amendments to increase the housing funds to
assist in rebuilding disaster-stricken homes.

Some of the most hard hit areas include the
University of Houston, Texas Southern Univer-

sity, and the Kashmere Gardens neighbor-
hood, a Houston enclave that is predominantly
low income and possesses the fewest re-
sources needed to bounce back from this
once in a lifetime event.

However, I want to take particular note to
some of the greatest damage to our city,
which occurred at Texas Medical Center, be-
cause what has occurred affects us not just lo-
cally, or even just in Texas, but nationally. The
Texas Medical Center, home to some forty
medical institutions, is the largest medical cen-
ter in the world. Globally renowned medical
care and research takes place there. The
flood has decimated these preeminent health
institutions.

The flood has also damaged educational in-
stitutions. The University of Houston estimates
that the damage to that institution is $250 mil-
lion, in addition several schools in the North
Forest Independent School District were also
damaged.

Houston will recover, but to what extent and
over what period of time remains to be an-
swered, by the federal government’s commit-
ment to residents of that area. Therefore I
support the effort to add $1.3 billion to FEMA’s
Disaster Relief Fund. I ask my colleagues to
support this needed funding to assist in all the
existing disaster declarations.

Assistance for residents in and around
Houston has come from many quarters. I am
particularly grateful for the assistance provided
by AmeriCorps Volunteers, who were directed
to the Houston area by the Corporation of Na-
tional and Community Service. The Corpora-
tion’s three major service initiatives are
AmeriCorps, Learn and Serve America, and
the National Senior Service Corps.

Over 200 AmeriCorps members from four
regional campuses responded to a call-up
from the American Red Cross to assist victims
of Tropical Storm Allison in Texas and Lou-
isiana. The members are serving as first-line
family assistance representatives, helping fam-
ilies to receive immediate aid and to identify
each family’s long term needs. The corps
members are also operating emergency as-
sistance shelters, working in soup kitchens,
and delivering meals to people affected by the
flooding. Additionally, Spanish speaking mem-
bers are helping translate emergency assist-
ance forms for people who don’t speak
English. The members are working in ten
emergency assistance shelters in the Houston,
TX, vicinity and three shelters around Baton
Rouge, LA.

Overall, the storm caused upwards of $4.88
billion in damage to Houston and surrounding
Harris County. Over 20,000 homes were dam-
aged by the flooding as the storm dumped
over 36 inches of rain in some areas with
some houses reporting over seven feet of
water in them.

It is unfortunate that the Appropriations
Committee zeroed out the account for the
Community Development Fund, when the ad-
ministration requested $411 million in funding
for FY 2002. My amendment would restore the
program and allow them to continue their work
on the behalf of communities throughout the
United States.

AmeriCorps, the domestic Peace Corps, en-
gages more than 40,000 Americans in inten-
sive, results-driven service each year. We’re



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4677July 26, 2001
teaching children to read, making neighbor-
hoods safer, building affordable homes, and
responding to natural disasters through more
than 1000 projects. Most AmeriCorps mem-
bers are selected by and serve with projects
like Habitat for Humanity, the American Red
Cross, and Boys and Girls Clubs, and many
more local and national organizations. Others
serve in AmeriCorps*VISTA (Volunteers in
Service to America) and AmeriCorps*NCCC
(the National Civilian Community Corps). After
their term of service, AmeriCorps members re-
ceive education awards to help finance college
or pay back student loans.

AmeriCorps is a win-win program that I
hope the rule for this legislation will allow it to
continue in its work to help make America a
better place to live. Homelessness in America
continues to be a problem that seems to lack
a broad commitment to see and end to this
blight on the American Dream. Attempting to
attribute homelessness to any one cause is
difficult and misleading. More often than not, it
is a combination of factors that culminates in
homelessness. Sometimes these factors are
not observable or identifiable even to those
who experience them first hand (Wright, Rubin
and Devine, 1998). For example, lack of af-
fordable housing is a factor repeatedly cited
as contributing to homelessness (Hertzberg,
1992; Johnson, 1994; Metraux and Culhane,
1999; National Coalition for the Homeless,
1999–F). However, lack of affordable housing
is often representative of a collectivity of other
problems. Other key factors include the inabil-
ity to earn a living wage, poverty, welfare re-
form, unemployment and/or domestic violence
that can combine to form a situation in which
even the most basic housing is not affordable.

The support that AmeriCorps volunteers
provided to Houston area residences must be
supported by funds from the federal govern-
ment in allowing families have homes to live in
after the damaged caused by Tropical Storm
Allison. I have an amendment that increases
funds for HUD’s Community Development
Block Grant Program to be used as matching
funds for home repair and buyout for Harris
County and the City of Houston citizens who
have been displaced by Tropical Storm Alli-
son.

Rather than speak in terms of cause, we
must focus on the factors that contribute to the
alarming numbers of persons who are home-
less. Among the leading risk factors associ-
ated with homelessness, the following factors
are paramount: Lack of affordable/low-income
housing; poverty; welfare reform; Lack of a liv-
ing wage; mental illness; substance abuse;
domestic violence; and lack of affordable
health care. I for one do not want to add to
this list; natural disasters as a cause of home-
lessness should this Congress fail to act.

Another key area of this legislation’s appro-
priations provides funding to our nation’s aero-
space effort. The residents of the Houston
Congressional District, which I serve, are lo-
cated near the Johnson Space Center, which
manages human space flight missions as part
of National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion (NASA).

The National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration was created by the National Space

Act of 1958, after the success launch of the
world’s first man made satellite by the Soviet
Union. NASA is charged with the responsibility
of conducting space and aeronautics research,
development, flight activity designed to ensure
and maintain U.S. preeminence in space and
aeronautical endeavors.

The only real threat to date present to our
nation’s leadership in space is right here on
Earth in the determination of some Members
to see an end to this leadership.

The principal mission of the space station is
to establish a permanent human presence in
space to perform research in a near-zero
gravity environment. The space station is the
largest, most technologically complex space
program ever undertaken. Requiring more
than 40 space shuttle flights to complete, the
space station will be approximately the size of
a football field, weight nearly 1 million pounds,
and have an interior volume comparable to
two 747 aircraft. The space station will serve
as a platform for a range of research activities
in biology, physics, and materials science, as
well as for Earth and astronomical observa-
tions. The experience gained using the space
station will provide information to support deci-
sions about future human exploration mis-
sions. In addition, it is hoped that the space
station will attract a substantial number of
commercial ventures, and that an increasing
fraction of the space station operational costs
will be covered by the private sector.

Our ability to reach for the stars is another
priority, which will ensure that America re-
mains the preeminent country for space explo-
ration. Last year it was difficult to see NASA’s
budget cut and I support every effort to in-
crease funding during the FY 2001 appropria-
tions process. After garnering support for in-
creased funding for General Science, Space
and Technology, this year’s budget is $1 bil-
lion above last year’s appropriation. I am
thankful for the hard work done in restoring
and increasing NASA’s funding.

I will vigorously oppose any attempt to cut
funds from NASA’s International Space Station
budget or related accounts. NASA has be-
come an easy target over the last few years
only because our dominance of space explo-
ration has not been challenged. However, I
would like to remind my colleagues that this
circumstance could change. For this reason,
and the important medical and scientific break-
throughs that could be achieve by the science
conducted aboard the space station I urge my
colleagues to reject all attempts to decrease
funding to NASA.

I would like for my colleagues as we amend
this appropriations measure, that we keep our
eyes on the long view and not the short term.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to H.R. 2620, the FY 2002 VA–
HUD and Independent Agencies Appropria-
tions bill because the funding level in the bill
is woefully disappointing in the areas of vet-
erans medical care and public housing pro-
grams that serve our country’s most vulner-
able citizens and families.

Mr. Chairman, the funding shortfalls in this
bill, in my opinion, is totally unnecessary. We
have the resources in this country to take care
of our veterans as well as to provide adequate

housing for the poor, the elderly and the dis-
abled. But because my colleagues on the
other side of the isle thought it more important
to pass a $1.3 trillion tax cut.

I made a request to the subcommittee,
which was unfortunately not funded, to assist
the Virgin Islands in replacing and upgrading
our wastewater and sewage treatment facili-
ties. The government of the Virgin Islands is
under EPA mandate to replace or upgrade
significant components of our wastewater in-
frastructure to eliminate constant bypass dis-
charges of wastes in violation of the Clean
Water Act. In addition to the Clean Water Act
concerns, the constant discharge of raw sew-
age on our streets and in our beaches are
threatening the quality of life of Virgin Island-
ers as well as, our fragile Tourism economy.

Because my community continues to be
plagued by this crisis, I will continue to seek
the assistance of the Chairman and Ranking
Member of the Subcommittee to explore the
possibility that some assistance could be pro-
vided to my district to deal with this problem.

I urge my colleagues to oppose this bill.
Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Chairman, this Mem-

ber rises today to express his support for H.R.
2620, the VA, HUD and Independent Agencies
Appropriations Act for FY2002. First, this
Member would like to thank the distinguished
gentleman from New York, the chairman of
the Appropriations Subcommittee on VA, HUD
and Independent Agencies from New York
(Mr. WALSH), the distinguished gentleman from
West Virginia, the ranking member of the sub-
committee (Mr. MOLLOHAN), and all members
of the subcommittee for the work they did
under the tight 302(b) allocation.

This Member would like to focus his re-
marks on the following four areas: Section 8
housing, Section 184 Indian Housing Loan
Guarantee Fund Program, and the Community
Development Fund-Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) program.

SECTION 8 HOUSING

First, this Member is supportive of the treat-
ment of the Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) Section 8 housing con-
tracts. The legislation provides $15.7 billion to
fully fund the renewal of all Section 8 housing
assistance contracts and it provides $197.2
million to fund 34,000 new Section 8 vouch-
ers.

SECTION 184 INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND
PROGRAM

Second, this Member supports the $6 mil-
lion appropriation for the (HUD) Section 184,
American Indian Housing Loan Guarantee
Program, which is the same as the Adminis-
tration’s request. This Member created the
Section 184 program in consultation with a
range of Indian housing specialists. The Sec-
tion 184 program appears to be an excellent
new program which is providing privately fi-
nanced homes through a Government guar-
antee program for Indian families who are oth-
erwise unable to secure conventional financing
due to the trust status of Indian reservation
land. The above appropriations should support
loan guarantees totaling approximately $72
million which should assist an estimated
20,000 families.
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OFFICE OF RURAL HOUSING AND ECONOMIC

DEVELOPMENT

Third, this Member would like to specifically
commend the Subcommittee for eliminating
duplicative efforts of the Federal Government
in rural housing and economic development.
Unlike FY2002 and FY2001, this bill does not
fund the Office of Rural Housing and Eco-
nomic Development within the Department of
Housing and Urban Development for FY2002.
In fact, this Member testified before the VA,
HUD and Independent Agencies Appropria-
tions Subcommittee in opposition to HUD’s du-
plicative efforts in rural housing.

As a long-term advocate of rural housing
during his tenure in the House, this Member
believes that we need to be careful of duplica-
tion in the efforts of the Federal Government
in rural housing and economic development.
In the past, the United States Department of
Agriculture (USDA) through their Rural Devel-
opment offices has successfully implemented
numerous rural housing and economic devel-
opment programs. As a result, this Member
disagrees with HUD’s efforts to duplicate
USDA Rural Development staff.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND (CDBG)
Lastly, this Member would like to emphasize

a concern about the VA, HUD, and Inde-
pendent Agencies appropriations bill which in
large part results from budgetary restraints.
The Community Development Fund, which in-
cludes the CDBG program, is provided $4.8
billion, which is $255.6 million less than the
fiscal year 2001 level. This reduction is of sub-
stantial concern to this Member. Indeed the
CDBG program has been a model of local-
Federal partnership.

The CDBG program not only is valuable to
the larger entitlement cities, but it also gives
assistance to those communities under 50,000
through state administering agencies. It is a
Federal Government program with minimal
overhead and bureaucracy. Moreover, CDBG
has provided invaluable dollars to cities and
rural communities for such things as afford-
able housing, public infrastructure, and eco-
nomic development.

In conclusion, because of the necessity to
fund important housing and community devel-
opment programs, this Member would encour-
age his colleagues to support H.R. 2620, the
VA, HUD and Independent Agencies Appro-
priations Act.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
strongly support the VA-HUD appropriations
bill.

This bill funds NASA and keeps our nation’s
leadership in human space exploration on
track.

I am particularly pleased that the bill in-
creases funding for the space station so that
a crew return vehicle can be built. This critical
component will enhance on-orbit research ac-
tivities by allowing for a crew of six astronauts.

Also, I support the funds provided for the
space shuttle program. Despite a flat budget,
the shuttle program is more efficient and safer
than ever.

The Shuttle program is critical to our na-
tion’s exploration and discovery of space.
Since the shuttle will have to fly until at least
2012 to meet our nation’s human space flight
goals, we must ensure that the program is
properly funded to include necessary vehicle
upgrades and ensure that we have the nec-
essary infrastructure to support human space
flight.

Earlier this year, the shuttle program cele-
brated its 20th anniversary and its 100th flight.
We must ensure that the shuttle remains a
safe and reliable vehicle in space for the next
decade and beyond.

This bill takes us in that direction.
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I

want to commend the chairman and ranking
minority member of the VA/HUD, and Inde-
pendent Agencies Subcommittee, Mr. WALSH,
the gentleman from New York, and Mr. MOL-
LOHAN, the gentleman from West Virginia, for
producing a bill that will ensure that the Na-
tional Science Foundation (NSF) stays at the
forefront of innovation.

For fiscal year 2002, H.R. 2620 provides
$4.8 billion in funding for NSF, an increase of
9.3 percent over the fiscal year 2001 appro-
priation. Specifically, the bill provides about
$3.6 billion for research, $135 million for re-
search equipment and construction, and $885
million for education and human resources.

NSF is the government’s premier science
agency. It supports cutting-edge research to
answer fundamental questions within and
across scientific disciplines. Often the potential
for failure is as great as that for success. But
by encouraging such risks, NSF has helped
fuel new industries and jobs that have pro-
pelled economic prosperity and changed the
way we live.

Maintaining the Nation’s leadership in
science will require keeping open the pipeline
of new ideas and innovations that flow from
fundamental research. Although the private
sector provides most of the research funding,
which is expected to top $180 billion this year,
its spending focuses largely on applied re-
search with a near-term payoff. The Federal
Government, therefore, has a significant role
to play in supporting the long-term research
the private sector needs but has little incentive
to pursue.

We also need to increase the pool of tal-
ented scientists in our universities and work-
force. Today, over half the graduate students
in science and math at American universities
are foreign born, and we are becoming in-
creasingly reliant on foreign workers to fill crit-
ical jobs. Further, it is estimated that by 2020,
60 percent of the jobs will require the skills
only 22 percent of the workforce has today.
We can and must do better.

NSF is the Federal Government’s only
agency dedicated to the support of education
and fundamental research in all scientific dis-
ciplines from physics and math to anthro-
pology and zoology. Today’s NSF-led re-
search in nanotechnology, advanced mate-
rials, biotechnology, and information tech-
nology are laying the groundwork for the tech-
nologies of the future, and in the process
training the scientists, engineers, and tech-
nology entrepreneurs of tomorrow.

It is important that we continue to support
NSF as part of a balanced federal research
portfolio. Large science budgets at mission
agencies like the National Institutes of Health,
while welcome, are not enough.

As former NIH director Harold Varmus noted
last year, breakthroughs in the biomedical field
are increasingly dependent on breakthrough in
other fields—computer science, chemistry,
physics, and engineering—traditionally funded
by NSF. Nowhere is this more evident than in
the unraveling of the human genome, a re-
markable achievement that could not have oc-
curred without advances in computing and

networking technologies funded by NSF and
other agencies. This bill helps restore some
balance.

I do have some concerns, however, about
NSF’s management of large scientific con-
struction projects, and I will be offering an
amendment to the bill that I hope will help
NSF get the expertise it needs to oversee
these large projects. I believe that the addition
of some experienced federal project manage-
ment professional would improve the institu-
tional memory and accountability within NSF,
and I look forward to working with Chairman
Walsh to see that NSF gets the expertise it
needs.

Mr. Chairman, during its first 50 years, NSF-
supported research has improved our lives in
countless ways. By further investing in basic
research today, we can ensure that over the
next 50 years our kids and grandkids will profit
from the innovations of tomorrow.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chairman, I
want to express my strong support for the
House version of the VA–HUD appropriations
bill, and would especially like to associate my-
self with the comments of Mr. DREIER and Mr.
SCHIFF relating to NASA. The importance of
this legislation should not be underestimated.
NASA and NSF are critical investments in the
science and research that drive technology
and our economy.

I am concerned about the Senate’s action
on the Solar System Exploration program. As
my colleagues have already stated, the cuts
and managerial changes proposed by the
Senate would be devastating to the explo-
ration of our solar system, as well as to the
men and women who have dedicated their
professional lives to extending our reach into
deep space.

The Senate proposes to cut $50 million from
the Mars Surveyor program. The exploration
of Mars is an essential element of NASA’s ex-
ploration program. Because of the nature of
Mars’ orbit around the Sun, we can only
launch missions to Mars every two years. The
reduction proposed by the Senate would force
NASA to choose between taking unnecessary
risks to meet the current launch schedule or
delaying the mission another two years. Both
of these results would increase the ultimate
costs of going to Mars while limiting the ability
of NASA to accomplish its mission.

Similarly, the proposed transfer of the tele-
communications and mission operations direc-
torate to an industry vendor would impede
rather than enhance our ability to explore the
solar system. My colleague, Mr. DREIER, dis-
cussed the impact on mission operations, I
would like to discuss the impact on the com-
munications program.

It takes great skill and sophisticated equip-
ment to communicate with a tiny spacecraft
billions of miles from Earth. Despite what Hol-
lywood might lead you to believe, it is not as
simple as just phoning home. To appreciate
the complexity faced by NASA, the two Voy-
ager spacecraft, launched in the 1970s are
still flying and still sending back data, but they
are literally billions of miles away and transmit-
ting a signal that is so weak, that the signal is
almost undetectable. In fact, your wristwatch
operates on 20 billion times more energy.
However, eliminating the highly-skilled staff
which operates the Deep Space Network is
tantamount to turning off the array.

Finally, despite the rhetoric about efficiency,
there is nothing efficient about failure. Cutting
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funding and eliminating expert personnel may
look good on the books today, but it will end
up costing the taxpayers their space program.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of the provision on the VA
HUD appropriations which grants access to
veterans medical facilities for Filipino World
War II veterans.

General Douglas MacArthur, referring to the
defenders of Bataan and Corregidor, claimed
that ‘‘no army has ever done so much with so
little.’’ Many of us take this as words of com-
mendation meant for American forces defend-
ing the Philippines. However, we must not
overlook the fact that a substantial portion of
this defense force was composed of Filipino
volunteers.

Although they fought and died alongside
American comrades, these veterans were
never afforded equal status. Prior to mass dis-
charges and disbanding of their unit in 1949,
these veterans were paid only a third of what
regular service members received at the time.
Underpaid, having been denied benefits they
were promised, and lacking proper recogni-
tion, General MacArthur’s words, ‘‘no army
has ever done so much with so little,’’ truly de-
pict the plight of the remaining Filipino vet-
erans today as they did half a century ago.

Access to veterans facilities would be of
great benefit to these men and it could not
come at a more opportune time. The past few
years have seen the numbers of these men
drastically decline. Now, mostly in their 80’s
and of declining health, the handful of these
veterans now remaining more than ever need
the benefits and recognition afforded the rest
of their compatriots.

This provision is not the long awaited act
that would restore benefits denied by Con-
gress to Filipino veterans who fought under
the American flag during World War II. How-
ever, it would go a long way towards recog-
nizing the service and sacrifices of these men
for the benefit of the United States. In the
past, this country has considered Filipinos as
‘‘little brown brothers.’’ Let us take an extra
step and go a long way towards recognizing
them as equals by acknowledging their serv-
ice. Our ‘‘little brown brothers’’ were full part-
ners in the struggle against Japan. Let us
work towards having them become full part-
ners in the distribution of benefits. I urge my
colleagues to support this provision.

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Chairman, I want to
highlight the bill’s science funding.

Because this is the bill that funds six dif-
ferent agencies, funding requests for veterans
and the homeless are pitted against science
programs and space exploration. Unfortu-
nately, this is an institutional reality the mem-
bers of the Appropriations Committee face
every year.

Given that reality Chairman WALSH and
Ranking Member MOLLOHAN have succeeded
in providing additional funding for science and
technology.

The National Science Foundation and NASA
have received a 9 percent increase in funding
and 4.5 percent increase over current year
funding respectively. While some Members
and members of the scientific community
wanted more—this bill is a good start to prop-
er science funding. It is noteworthy that the
committee has funded more than $200 million
to educate K–12 students and their teachers
in math, science and technology education.

The Congress is doing the heavy lifting that
the President failed to do in his budget blue-

print. I am very concerned about the Presi-
dent’s priorities when it comes to science.

It is interesting that the Bush administration
has proposed to double funding (a 13.5 per-
cent increase over current year funding) for
the National Institutes of Health (NIH) and it
proposed a 1.3 percent increase for the Na-
tional Science Foundation, 1.3 percent in-
crease for NASA and reduced funding for the
Department of Energy’s Office of Science by
less than 1 percent.

I do not often quote Former Speaker Newt
Gingrich, but when it comes to science fund-
ing—he has it right. ‘‘To double NIH without
doubling the broad base of science means in
the long run we will cripple the evolution of
science, because NIH cannot, in the long run,
progress beyond physics, chemistry, mathe-
matics, etcetera.’’

Recently E. Floyd Kvamme, the President’s
co-chairman of the Council of Advisors on
Science and Technology, wrote that NSF and
NASA will receive ‘‘increases.’’ ‘‘In the case of
NSF, its budget will grow 15 percent between
2000 and 2002,’’ he said. That may be true.
What he did not write was that that 13 percent
of the increase occurred during the Clinton ad-
ministration, according to the Congressional
Research Service, with Bush requesting less
than 2 percent under the rate of inflation.

The administration seems to be practicing
fuzzy math to prop up its lack of leadership
when it comes to Science and Technology.

We know that government support for
science has a direct impact on innovation at
universities and technology transfer in the pri-
vate sector. As someone who represents Sil-
icon Valley, my constituents and I know there
is a direct link between competitiveness and
innovation in science and technology.

Without adequate research and develop-
ment funding by the federal government, we
put our high technology companies and stu-
dents at a competitive disadvantage.

The future is now. The U.S. has the oppor-
tunity to invest wisely in science and tech-
nology. Doing so keeps open the door to tech-
nological advancement. The door will slam
shut without adequate research and develop-
ment funding.

Earlier this year, the Senate adopted the
Bond/Mikulski amendment to the budget reso-
lution. This amendment increased current year
funding to NSF by $674 million, to NASA by
$518 million and to DOE’s Office of Science
by $469 million.

Though not included in the budget resolu-
tion conference report, I joined many of my
colleagues in the House to support the
science-funding goal of the Bond/Mikulski
amendment as the appropriation process
moves forward this year.

This bill already makes a start. Let’s work
with those who supported this effort in the
other body earlier this year as this appropria-
tions bill moves forward. With the support of
my colleagues in the House, it is my hope that
the final appropriations bill contains the
science research and development increases
that the Senate agreed to earlier this year.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup-
port of this bill and want to compliment my
good friend and Chairman JIM WALSH for his
hard work in crafting this very important appro-
priations bill. With this bill, the chairman and
our committee worked hard to make sure that
the medical needs of our veterans are met,
and that their claims are processed in a timely

fashion. It ensures that safe and affordable
housing is provided for the low income, the el-
derly, and the disabled. It provides funding to
make the water we drink cleaner and the air
we breathe healthier. I am proud to serve on
this committee which addresses these priority
issues. In addition to the $1 billion increase for
veterans medical care, I want to point out a
few other highlights:

This bill provides the highest budget ever for
the National Science Foundation at $4.8 bil-
lion. This is a 9 percent increase over last
years level. Funding from NSF produces the
in-depth research performed at almost every
university across the country. Every single dis-
trict benefits from this increase.

This bill also fully funds the renewal of all
expiring section 8 housing assistance con-
tracts, and provides 34,000 new Section 8
vouchers. These vouchers will be distributed
to those most in need, and for the first time
every, a portion will be designated for the dis-
abled.

After almost a decade of being flat-lined,
NASA is provided nearly $15 billion, including
almost $7.6 billion for research and develop-
ment. As the space station is now in success-
ful orbit, I am pleased that this bill dedicates
approximately $343 million to generate the un-
precedented microgravity research the sci-
entific community has been waiting for.

To address our environmental needs, this
bill provides $1.2 billion for Clean Water State
Revolving Funds, which provide grants to our
communities to assist their efforts in building
modern and adequate wastewater facilities.

This bill provides $2.25 billion for the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency to co-
ordinate responses to our national disasters. I
am especially pleased that $404.6 million is
designed for FEMA’s core activities to make
sure that we are prepared to properly mitigate
the disasters which might strike. I would like to
recognize not only the FEMA officials who are
all to often called to respond, but also the
state and local emergency management
teams who will benefit from this funding.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I want to con-
gratulate you and the staff again this year for
crafting a well-balanced bill.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak
on H.R. 220, providing appropriations to the
Departments of Veterans Affairs and Housing
and Urban Development and various inde-
pendent agencies. While I have some concern
about several provisions in the bill, the bill is
technically consistent with the Budget Resolu-
tion and complies with the Budget Act.

H.R. 2620 provides $85.4 billion in budget
authority and $88.1 billion in outlays for fiscal
year 2002. The bill does not exceed the VA–
HUD subcommittee’s adjusted 302(b) alloca-
tion. Accordingly, the bill complies with section
302(f) of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974, which prohibits measures that exceed
the reporting subcommittee’s 302(b) allocation.

This bill designates $1.3 billion in emer-
gencies, which triggers an automatic increase
in the corresponding levels in both the Budget
Resolution and the statutory caps. The appro-
priation is for FEMA Disaster Relief Oper-
ations in response to the recent tropical storm
in Houston, Texas.

It is not entirely clear that the designation is
necessary because the Budget Resolution
provides ample resources for emergencies.
With this said, the emergency designation is
clearly permitted under existing law.
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H.R. 2620 also provides $4.2 billion in ad-

vanced appropriations for the Section 8 Hous-
ing Certificate Program, which will be counted
against the levels established in next year’s
Budget Resolution. This advanced appropria-
tion is on the list of permissible appropriations
under section 201 of H. Con. Res. 84.

I am somewhat concerned about several
purported ‘‘offsets’’ in this bill. The bill claims
$7 million from the repeal of a provision that
was already signed into law. It claims another
$121 million in savings from a veterans-related
provision that already passed the House. Ob-
viously, these savings can only be used once.

As Chairman of the Budget Committee, I am
obligated to report to the Congress on how the
appropriations bills compare to the Budget
Resolution. Under existing law, this bill is con-
sistent with the Budget Resolution and does
not violate the Budget Act.

Nevertheless, the existing process with re-
spect to emergencies is broken and needs to
be fixed. At the very least, both Congress and
the President should set aside resources for
emergencies and restrict the use of these re-
sources for legitimate emergencies.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, as chairman
of the House Science Committee I rise in
strong support of the FY 2002 VA, HUD and
Independent Agencies appropriations bill. My
good friends Chairman WALSH, and Ranking
Minority Member MOLLOHAN have put together
a bill that is very good for science, good for
the space program, good for education, and
good for the environment. That’s a winning
combination, one that’s good for America. I
thank them for their leadership.

Chairman WALSH shares my belief that
basic research provides the foundation for
economic growth and for the tremendous ad-
vances we have made in areas like biomedical
research. The appropriation for the National
Science Foundation contained within this bill
reflects these beliefs. And the committee is to
be commended for the 9 percent increase that
he provided for the Foundation.

The bill also contains funding for the Na-
tional Mathematics and Science Partnerships
Program that was proposed by President Bush
and that is authorized by my bill—H.R. 1858—
that was unanimously reported out of the
Science Committee. This program will bring
colleges and universities and school districts
together to form partnerships to improve the
quality of elementary and secondary math and
science education. Funding is also included to
enable elementary and secondary teachers to
participate in research projects conducted at
State, Federal, and university labs.

I want to particularly thank the committee for
including funding for the Noyce Scholarship
Program. Named for the co-founder of Intel,
this program provides scholarships to talented
mathematics, science, and engineering stu-
dents in exchange for a commitment to teach
two years for each year of scholarship. I look
forward to working closely with Chairman
WALSH to retain this funding as the bill goes to
conference.

The chairman is also to be commended for
a bill that protects and expands NASA’s sci-
entific programs in Science, Aeronautics, and
Technology while striking the right balance for
the space station.

This bill sends a clear signal that Congress
is not going to bail NASA out for its manage-
ment failures. It also makes clear that we’re
willing to work with the Administration to iden-

tify additional resources to improve station ca-
pabilities, if we see the right management re-
forms and performance improvements at
NASA. With that in mind, requiring the White
House Office of Management and Budget to
certify that NASA is containing its costs before
obligating additional funds makes a lot of
sense. Moreover, we should require the White
House Office of Science and Technology Pol-
icy to certify that those additional funds will
benefit the research effort.

Through careful fiscal management, we can
ensure that the space station benefits science
in the long run. The bill sets us on that path.

I particularly appreciate the committee’s
commitment to new space technology and its
effort to bridge the gap between NASA and
the Air Force. By directing additional funding
into the Air Force Research Lab, the bill en-
courages NASA and the Air Force to pool their
efforts on technologies that will benefit both
agencies and the American people. Space
based radar technology, for example, is vital
to our national security, but also has immense
applications in Earth science. A development
program that reduces the cost of synthetic ap-
erture radar technology will benefit both.

Similarly, the bistatic radar technology de-
veloped at Rome Research site has immense
potential for upgrading our national launch
range tracking capabilities at a low cost. By
demonstrating this technology, we may finally
break the logjam that has undermined our
space launch competitiveness.

Let me turn for a moment to the budget for
the Environmental Protection Agency. I appre-
ciate the efforts of Chairman WALSH and his
colleagues to provide a responsible budget to
help meet the nation’s environmental needs.
On the whole, the bill is good news for EPA.

Clearly, many of us would prefer to see
higher funding levels for some of the agency’s
programs, but the gentleman from New York
has done an admirable job of balancing com-
peting needs and working within difficult fiscal
constraints.

As chairman of the Science Committee, I
am particularly pleased the bill increases fund-
ing for the Science and Technology account
from $640 million in the budget request to
$680 million.

As a member of the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee and the Congressional
Water Infrastructure Caucus, I am pleased the
bill rejects the proposed cut to the Clean
Water State Revolving Fund but am dis-
appointed it doesn’t provide at least $1.35 bil-
lion for the program. I appreciate the con-
straints facing the chairman but would encour-
age the committee to find a way to fund some
of the important, water infrastructure and eco-
system restoration programs, such as the new
sewer overflow control grants program and the
reauthorized Clean Lakes program. I hope
there are opportunities down the road to target
assistance for such efforts.

I would also continue to note my concern
with the Superfund program. The bill provides
$1.27 billion. The appropriators are doing their
best under the circumstances. Congress
needs to change the circumstances; com-
prehensive reform and, at a minimum, a reau-
thorization of the corporate environmental in-
come tax—twelve one hundreds of a per cent
(which expired on December 31, 1995) should
be the next course of action.

Mr. Chairman, this is a good bill for science,
a good bill for the space program, and a good

will for the environment. It aptly illustrates the
tremendous leadership provided by my friend
from New York, Chairman WALSH, and I urge
my colleagues to support it.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will
rise informally.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FOLEY) assumed the Chair.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Committee will resume its sitting.

f

DEPARTMENTS OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS AND HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT, AND INDE-
PENDENT AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2002

The Committee resumed its sitting.
The CHAIRMAN. All time for general

debate has expired.
Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be

considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule. The amendment printed
in House Report 107–164 may be offered
only by a Member designated in the re-
port and only at the appropriate point
in the reading of the bill, shall be con-
sidered read, shall not be subject to
amendment, and shall not be subject to
a demand for division of the question.

During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment that he has printed
in the designated place in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. Those amendments
will be considered read.

The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2620

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
Departments of Veteran Affairs and Housing
and Urban Development, and for sundry
independent agencies, boards, commissions,
corporations, and offices for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2002, and for other pur-
poses, namely:

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS
AFFAIRS

VETERANS BENEFITS ADMINISTRATION

COMPENSATION AND PENSIONS

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For the payment of compensation benefits
to or on behalf of veterans and a pilot pro-
gram for disability examinations as author-
ized by law (38 U.S.C. 107, chapters 11, 13, 18,
51, 53, 55, and 61); pension benefits to or on
behalf of veterans as authorized by law (38
U.S.C. chapters 15, 51, 53, 55, and 61; 92 Stat.
2508); and burial benefits, emergency and
other officers’ retirement pay, adjusted-serv-
ice credits and certificates, payment of pre-
miums due on commercial life insurance
policies guaranteed under the provisions of
article IV of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil
Relief Act of 1940 (50 U.S.C. App. 540 et seq.)
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